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Applicant urges that Potgens cannot anticipate the present claims because it teaches that 
none of the mutants examined inhibited native VEGF. A careful reading of the reference reveals 
that what Potgens in fact teaches is that its mutants did not inhibit wild-type VEGF in a mitotic 
assay. 

5 Applicant's argument would be persuasive if the claims required inhibition of mitotic 

activity. What the claims do require, however, is that the claimed mutant "be capable of 
inhibiting a biological activity of a native VEGF protein. " This limitation would be met by a 
mutant which inhibits any biological activity of any native VEGF. Such activity could be, for 
example, the ability of native VEGF to compete for binding to the same receptor in a given 

10 biological system. See the specification at 10, paragraph bridging to 11. Indeed, Fig. 6 of the 
Potgens reference demonstrates that the several mutants do in fact compete with native VEGF for 
binding to its receptor. The evidence of record suggests that because the prior art mutants differ 
in structure and qualitative biological properties from at least one native VEGF, they are more 
likely than not to inherently possess functional attributes which meet the broadest reasonable 

15 construction of the claims. 

Examiner Saoud is on leave until February of 2000. In the interim, any inquiry concerning 
this communication should be directed to David Fitzgerald at telephone number (703) 308-3934 
or fax number (703) 308-0294. Inquiries of a general nature should be directed to the Technology 
20 Center 1600 receptionists at (703) 308-0196. 
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